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CRHR Criteria 

The historic cistern (P-33-029048) identified within the project was evaluated according to 
CEQA, California Code of Regulations Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 5024.1, and the 
CRHR.  Historic resource properties may be considered eligible for listing on the CRHR if they 
meet one or more of the following criteria identified in PRC Section 5024.1:  

 
(1)!Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 

patterns of local or regional history or cultural heritage of California or the United 
States; or 

(2)!Associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history; 
or 

(3)!Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 
construction, or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values; or 

(4)!Has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or 
history of the local area, California, or the nation. 
 

If a resource is determined to be not significant under these criteria, it is assumed that the resource 
cannot be significantly impacted, and therefore, mitigation measures are not warranted.  However, 
any resources found to be significant according to these criteria must be assessed for project-related 
actions that could directly or indirectly impact such resources.  Impacts that adversely affect 
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important resources are considered to be significant impacts for which mitigating measures are 
warranted. 
 
CRHR Evaluation 

BFSA evaluated Site P-33-029048 for significance and eligibility for listing on the CRHR 
utilizing guidelines by the National Park Service (Andrus and Shrimpton 2002).  To qualify for 
listing on the CRHR, a property must represent a significant theme in California history, 
archaeology, architecture, engineering, or culture, and it must be a good representation of that 
theme.  Moreover, the property must retain integrity; that is, an ability to convey its association 
with important events, individuals, or themes by means of its physical characteristics.  

Background research indicates that Site P-33-029048 does not qualify as eligible for listing 
on the CRHR under Criterion 1.  Although the cistern is associated with the farmstead that was 
constructed on the property after 1927, there is no indication that the cistern is directly associated 
with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of California’s history 
and cultural heritage, nor has any specific event occurred within the location of Site P-33-029048.  
In addition, the demolition of the farmstead and associated road in the early 2000s negatively 
impacted Site P-33-029048’s integrity of setting, feeling, and association. 

Site P-33-029048 is not eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion 2, identified in 
PRC Section 5024.1.  Preliminary research of the parcel did not indicate that the cistern is directly 
associated with the lives of persons important in our past on the national, regional, or local level.  
No individuals or groups of individuals of importance, who are historically known or identified in 
ethnographic accounts of the region, could be directly tied to Site P-33-029048.   

Site P-33-029048 is not eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion 3, identified in 
PRC Section 5024.1, as it does not embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, 
or method of construction, nor does it represent the work of an important creative individual, nor 
does it possess high artistic values, given no evidence of the site exists within the project. 

The information already obtained suggests that Site P-33-029048 does not have additional 
research potential.  Given the lack of resources associated with Site P-33-029048, further research 
is not likely to produce additional data that would change this determination.  As a result, Site P-
33-029048 is not eligible for listing on the CRHR under Criterion 4, identified in PRC Section 
5024.1, as the site is unlikely to contribute important information to the community of Glen Ivy’s 
history beyond the previously conducted study.  

Based upon the current evaluation of Site P-33-029048 and the lack of associated artifacts 
in the vicinity of the site, no additional testing was recommended within the project.  Site P-33-
029048 is evaluated as not significant or eligible for the CRHR according to the criteria identified 
in PRC Section 5024.1.  The proposed project will not represent an adverse effect to Site P-33-
029048. 
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Conclusion   
Due to the loss of the associated farmstead, the cistern no longer retains integrity of setting, 

feeling, or association.  The cistern is not known to be associated with any specific persons or 
events, is not representative of a specific style or type of construction, and is unlikely to yield any 
addition information regarding the history of the area.  Although it retains integrity of location, 
design, materials, and workmanship, due to the loss of its setting, feeling, and association it does 
not retain enough original integrity to be considered significant under any CRHR eligibility 
criteria. 
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5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 
  

The cultural resources study for the Glen Ivy Senior Community Project was positive for 
the presence of cultural resources.  The current survey by BFSA identified two isolated prehistoric 
artifacts (P-33-029049 and P-33-029050) and one historic cistern (P-33-029048).  By their very 
nature as isolates, P-33-029049 and P-33-029050 are ineligible for listing on the CRHR.  In 
addition, the cistern, Site P-33-029048, is not known to be associated with any specific persons or 
events, is not representative of a specific style, type, or method of construction, and is unlikely to 
yield any addition information regarding the history of the area.  Although it retains integrity of 
location, design, materials, and workmanship, due to the loss of its setting, feeling, and association 
through the demolition of the associated farmstead, it does not retain enough original integrity to 
be considered significant under any CRHR eligibility criteria.  As such, all three reources have 
been evaluated as ineligible for listing on the CRHR and are therefore not significant under CEQA 
critieria. 

Given the presence of the two isolates in the northern portion of the property and the 
historic alignment of Coldwater Creek in the western portion of the property, the likelihood to 
encounter additional prehistoric resources is high.  However, given the disturbed nature of the area 
in which the prehistoric isolates were discovered and a lack of associated archaeological context, 
archaeological testing is not recommended.  

The archaeological study was completed in accordance with County of Riverside report 
guidelines and CEQA significance evaluation criteria.  No potential impacts to significant cultural 
resources are associated with the proposed development of the project.  However, based upon the 
results of the records search, the presence of both historic and prehistoric resources within the 
project, and the presence of fresh water and other food resources within the vicinity of the project, 
there is a high potential to encounter additional archaeological materials within the project.  Based 
upon the potential that buried resources could exist, all grading and trenching required for the 
proposed project should be monitored by an archaeologist and Native American representative.  
Therefore, a cultural resources Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) is 
recommended as a condition of approval for this property.  The scope of the MMRP is presented 
in Section 5.1. 

 
5.1  Mitigation Monitoring  
Monitoring by a qualified archaeologist during ground-disturbing activities such as grading 

or trenching is recommended to ensure that if buried features (i.e., human remains, hearths, or 
cultural deposits) are present, they will be handled in a timely and proper manner.  The scope of 
the monitoring program is provided below. 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
A MMRP to mitigate potential impacts to undiscovered buried cultural resources within 

the Glen Ivy Senior Community Project shall be implemented to the satisfaction of the lead agency.  
This program shall include, but not be limited to, the following actions: 
 

1. If human remains are found on this site, the developer/permit holder or any successor in 
interest shall comply with State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. 
 
Pursuant to State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, if human remains are 
encountered, no further disturbance shall occur until the Riverside County Coroner has 
made the necessary findings as to origin.  Further, pursuant to Public Resources Code 
Section 5097.98 (b), remains shall be left in place and free from disturbance until a final 
decision as to the treatment and their disposition has been made.  If the Riverside County 
Coroner determines the remains to be Native American, the Native American Heritage 
Commission shall be contacted by the Coroner within the period specified by law (24 
hours). Subsequently, the Native American Heritage Commission shall identify the “Most 
Likely Descendant.”  The Most Likely Descendant shall then make recommendations and 
engage in consultation with the property owner concerning the treatment of the remains as 
provided in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. 
 

2. The developer/permit holder or any successor in interest shall comply with the following 
for the life of this permit. 
 
If during ground disturbance activities, unanticipated cultural resources1 are discovered, 
the following procedures shall be followed: All ground disturbance activities within 100 
feet of the discovered cultural resource shall be halted and the applicant shall call the 
County Archaeologist immediately upon discovery of the cultural resource.  A meeting 
shall be convened between the developer, the project archaeologist,2 the Native American 
tribal representative, and the County Archaeologist to discuss the significance of the find.  
At the meeting with the aforementioned parties, a decision is to be made, with the 
concurrence of the County Archaeologist, as to the appropriate treatment (documentation, 
recovery, avoidance, etc.) for the cultural resource.  Resource evaluations shall be limited 
to nondestructive analysis. 
 
 

 
1 A cultural resource site is defined, for this condition, as being a feature and/or three or more artifacts in close 
association with each other.  Tribal Cultural Resources are also considered cultural resources.   
2 If not already employed by the project developer, a County approved archaeologist and a Native American Monitor 
from the consulting tribe(s) shall be employed by the project developer to assess the significance of the cultural 
resource, attend the meeting described above, and continue monitoring or all future site grading activities as necessary. 
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Further ground disturbance shall not resume within the area of the discovery until the 
appropriate treatment has been accomplished. 

 
3. Prior to final map approval, the developer/ applicant shall provide evidence to the Riverside 

County Planning Department that an Environmental Constraints Sheet has been included 
in the Grading Plans.  This sheet shall indicate the presence of environmentally constrained 
area(s) and any requirements for avoidance.  

 
4. Prior to issuance of grading permits the applicant/developer shall provide evidence to the 

County of Riverside Planning Department that a County certified professional 
archaeologist (Project Archaeologist) has been contracted to implement a Cultural 
Resource Monitoring Program (CRMP).  A Cultural Resource Monitoring Plan shall be 
developed in coordination with the consulting tribe(s) that addresses the details of all 
activities and provides procedures that must be followed in order to reduce the impacts to 
cultural, tribal cultural and historic resources to a level that is less than significant as well 
as address potential impacts to undiscovered buried archaeological resources associated 
with this project.  A fully executed copy of the contract and a digitally-signed copy of the 
Monitoring Plan shall be provided to the County Archaeologist to ensure compliance with 
this condition of approval. 
 
Working directly under the Project Archaeologist, an adequate number of qualified 
Archaeological Monitors shall be present to ensure that all earth moving activities are 
observed and shall be on-site during all grading activities for areas to be monitored 
including off-site improvements. Inspections will vary based on the rate of excavation, the 
materials excavated, and the presence and abundance of artifacts and features. 
 
The Professional Archaeologist may submit a detailed letter to the County of Riverside 
during grading requesting a modification to the monitoring program if circumstances are 
encountered that reduce the need for monitoring. 
 

5. Feature Removal – The archaeological monitor shall also be on-site to observe the 
mechanical excavation and removal of the cistern (P-33-029048).  Should historic artifacts 
be encountered, the archaeologist shall have the authority to halt excavations in the area 
until the artifacts can be collected.  At that time, the archaeologist may make the 
determination in the field whether controlled mechanical excavation or hand excavation 
should be employed in order to preserve the provenience of any artifacts encountered. 
 
The current DPR forms for the site shall be updated, detailing the process through which 
this was done, the content of the feature (if any), and updated descriptions to document the 
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full exposure of the feature.  The updated information shall be included in the Phase IV 
Monitoring Report. 

 
6. Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the developer/permit applicant shall enter into 

agreement(s) with the consulting tribe(s) for Native American Monitor(s) as appropriate. 
 

7. In conjunction with the Archaeological Monitor(s), the Native American Monitor(s) shall 
attend the pre-grading meeting with the contractors to provide Cultural Sensitivity Training 
for all construction personnel.  In addition, an adequate number of Native American 
Monitor(s) shall be on-site during all initial ground disturbing activities and excavation of 
each portion of the project, including clearing, grubbing, tree removals, grading, and 
trenching.  In conjunction with the Archaeological Monitor(s), the Native American 
Monitor(s) have the authority to temporarily divert, redirect, or halt the ground disturbance 
activities to allow identification, evaluation, and potential recovery of cultural resources. 
 
The developer/permit applicant shall submit a fully executed copy of the agreement(s) to 
the County Archaeologist to ensure compliance with this condition of approval.  Upon 
verification, the Archaeologist shall clear this condition. 
 
This agreement shall not modify any condition of approval or mitigation measure. 

 
8. Prior to Grading Permit Final Inspection, a Phase IV Cultural Resources Monitoring Report 

shall be submitted that complies with the Riverside County Planning Department’s 
requirements for such reports for all ground disturbing activities associated with this 
grading permit.  The report shall follow the County of Riverside Planning Department 
Cultural Resources (Archaeological) Investigations Standard Scopes of Work posted on 
the Transportation and Land Management Agency website.  The report shall include results 
of any feature relocation or residue analysis required as well as evidence of the required 
cultural sensitivity training for the construction staff held during the required pre-grade 
meeting and evidence that any artifacts have been treated in accordance with procedures 
stipulated in the Cultural Resources Monitoring Plan. 

 
9. In the event cultural resources are identified during ground disturbing activities, the 

landowner(s) shall relinquish ownership of all cultural resources, (with the exception of 
sacred items, burial goods, and human remains) and provide evidence to the satisfaction of 
the County Archaeologist that all archaeological materials recovered during the 
archaeological investigations (this includes collections made during an earlier project, such 
as testing of archaeological sites that took place years ago), have been handled through one 
of the following methods: 
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o A fully executed reburial agreement with the appropriate culturally affiliated 
Native American tribe(s) or band(s).  This shall include measures and 
provisions to protect the reburial area from any future impacts.  Reburial shall 
not occur until all cataloguing, analysis and special studies have been 
completed on the cultural resources.  Details of contents and location of the 
reburial shall be included in the Phase IV Report. 

o Curation at a Riverside County curation facility that meets federal standards 
per 36 CFR Part 79 and therefore will be professionally curated and made 
available to other archaeologists/researchers and tribal members for further 
study.  The collection and associated records shall be transferred, including 
title, and are to be accompanied by payment of the fees necessary for 
permanent curation.  Evidence shall be in the form of a letter from the curation 
facility identifying that archaeological materials have been received and that 
all fees have been paid. 

 
If more than one Native American group is involved with the project and cannot come to 
a consensus as to the disposition of cultural resources, the landowner(s) shall then proceed 
with curation at the Western Science Center.  The details of any disposition of artifacts 
shall be documented in the Phase IV report. 
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